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Lexis® for Microsoft® Office

Integrate your research and drafting process with the
Microsoft® Office applications you use every day. Save time
and achieve better outcomes by leveraging innovative tools
directly within your documents and emails.

-

You can experience seamless access to Lexis Advance® content and the
open Web from within Microsoft® Word and Outlook®. Instead of toggling
between your research applications and Microsoft Office, use Lexis® for
Microsoft® Office to directly link to research relevant to your work product.
The information you select will appear in a convenient, adjacent pane.

With its comprehensive drafting tools, Lexis for Microsoft Office removes the
non-essential, time-consuming activities inherent in the legal drafting process
and allows you to achieve better outcomes.

- Save time and work with increased efficiency.
- Increase your confidence in the outcome of your work.

- Gain cost efficiencies by achieving maximum value from
your research and Microsoft Office investment.

@ LexisNexis Lexis® for Microsoft® Office

24/7 Customer Support - 1.888.539.4770

LexisNexis, Lexis, Lexis Advance and the Knowledge Burst logo are registered trademarks of Reed Elsevier
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Background |

and Suggest

Conduct natural-
language searches

from an easy-to-use,
single search box with

a convenient pull-down
menu that allows you to
select where to search—
Lexis Advance® content
and the open Web.

Lexis® for Microsoft® Office

Using Search, Background & Suggest

How does Lexis for Microsoft Office deliver relevant information to your document or email?

Lexis® for Microsoft® Office utilizes unique text recognition capabilities to evaluate your document
or email content. It has the power to recognize legal entities, terms of art, and citations in your
work and retrieve relevant information. You gain insights more quickly without the distraction of
switching from one research source to another.

- Access relevant information without leaving the document or email on which you are working.

- Save time and work with greater efficiency.

- Stop toggling between Microsoft documents or emails and research information.

Access hyperlinks to pertinent background

50 2 T

Message | Lexisexis® | McAfee E-mail Scan
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" et | Research History Pinned
Attachments | Browser Map Rems:0
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Search Al -
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Chou v Starbucks [uly 2012] - Message (HTML)

5 0Q

None | Help

information about companies, judges,
attorneys, law firms, legal terms of art and
citations within your document or email.

About

From: Catherine.@LMODemo.com
Samidh.GLha @LMODemo.com

Sent: Wed 8/1/2012 5:42 AM

Subject: Chouv Starbucks [luly 2012]

LexisNexis:

Starbucks Corpora... -

i Message | @] Escalante vs. Minn Life July 2012.docc
= Escalante vs, Minn Lie July 2012.pcf
) tarbucks Executive Compensation July 2012 doc

P&

I currently represent the Starbucks Corporation in Chou v. Starbucks Corp,  class action
wiherein California Superior Court Judge Patricia Cowett ordered Starbucks to pay $87 million in
back tips plus interest to current and former baristas in Starbucks' California stores, ruling

that Starbucks unlawfully allowed shift supervisors to share in a portion of tips left in tip jars
(ie., that it engaged in unlawful tip pooling). The ssue in the case is whether shift supervisors
are agents prohibited by § 351 of the California Labor Code £ from sharing in the tip pool. We
plan to vigorously appeal the ruling and to seek a stay of the court's injunction pending the
appeal.

Unfortunately, a New York barista, Joyce Buckingham and Regina A. Young, an attorney at
Wright, Lindsey & lennings, LLP in Little Rock, Arkansas, have now filed a copycat lawsuit,
asserting that Starbucks violated a New York state law that bars employers or agents of an
employer from receiving part of workers” tips. You'll be handling the New York suit, but
Starbucks’ position is essentially the same. Shift supervisors are not managers and have no
managerial authority. Shift supervisors often do the same work as baristas. Like baristas, shift
supe visors have customer se vice responsibilities, such as making coffee, working the register,
and serving customers. Please note that the Attorney General may file an advisory apinion.

You may also wish to take a look at Herman v. RSR, 172 F.3d 132 A and Chung v. New Siiver
Palace, 272F.Supp. 2d 314 4 .

See the attached PDF from the opposing counsel's brief ina similar case, as well as the attached
Starbucks Executive Compensation filing with the SEC.

If you have any questions, please give me a call.

Snapshot  About | Cases  News = Web
~ About

1. Starbucks Corporation

2401 Utah Ave S, Seattle, WAWashington 98134, United States, LexisNexis® Corporate
Affiliations

View Al

“Cases 1
1. /A Default Proof Credit Card Sys. v. Home Depot U.
Overview: While it was true that patentee need not hat
well known in the art, the specification had to nonethele
appellate court held dlaim 1 of the '182 patent invalid, t
machine that dispensed individual, prepaid debit cards,
112,

Sources include the LexisNexis® corporate
affiliations database; Lexis Advance® cases,
legislative and other legal content; LexisNexis®
News content; Lexis® Web; and open Web.

2. @ Starbucks Corp. v. Wolfe's Borough Coffee, Inc.,

k case was remanded for further

amended Federal Trademark Dilution Act because distri

when it determined that plaintiffs failed to prove actual

treatment of state statute did not permit a review of wh
Act.

3. & Bell v. Starbucks U.S. Brands Corp., 389 F. Supp

Overview: A local bar owner’s use of "Starbock” or "Star Bock” in connection with beer
sales constituted unfair competition under 15 U.S.C.S. § 1125 as to a coffee company's
“Starbucks" mark, but using the "Star Bock Beer” logo did nat; he could use his Star Bock
Beer logo for selling his beer and related minar promotional items exclusively at the bar.

View Al

~ News
Allavailable | Last3 months  Today

1. Free Research Report on Invesco Lid., Philip Morri
Starbucks Corp. and Digital Realty Trust, Inc.
News Bites US Markets, 540 words

Robust Lexis Advance® post-search “Narrow
By” tools enable filtering by numerous criteria

2. Free Research Report on Invesco Lid., Philip Morri
Starbucks Corp. and Digital Realty Trust, Inc.

Marketwire, 569 words.

including jurisdiction, court, time period,

@ LexisNexis:
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source, practice area, attorney, law firm, judge,
citation, and in vs. out of subscription plan.

Lexis® for Microsoft® Office
24/7 Customer Support - 1.888.539.4770

under license. Microsoft is a registered trademark of Microsoft Corporation. Other products or services may be trademarks
or registered trademarks of their respective companies. © 2013 LexisNexis. All rights reserved. LMOO0004-4 0413




Home Insert Page Layout References Mailings Review View LexisNexis® [ 9

@) Background @ Suggest /7 - lﬂ @ {5) set Cite Format ~ ®) & Briefs, Motions, & Pleadings %‘J m - ‘t‘] j P2 ‘ ~ @
- 3 o= 3 O
Search My Computer - = E Insert TOA ﬂ\ #4 Clauses & Contracts = ~ -

Shepardize® Get Cited [Check Cite Check Cases

o

. Import = Research History Pinned Pane None Help
Consent Order Cited Docs Docs Format Quotes |£] Samples & Forms Browser Map Items: 2
Search Tools Shediard's® Citation Tools Find Precedent PDF Show Preferences| Client | About

The specific set of Lexis® for Microsoft® Office buttons available to each user is dependent on the type of contract signed. Please contact LexisNexis® Customer Support for more details: 1.888.539.4770.

Lexis® for Microsoft® Office
Using Shepardize® Cited Docs and Get Cited Docs

Validate your work utilizing Shepard’s® Citations Service from within the context of your document
through Lexis® for Microsoft® Office. Cited cases appear side-by-side with your document, allowing
you to remain in the context of your work—saving time and eliminating source printing.

Exclusively available from LexisNexis®, Shepard’s Citations Service is the respected, authoritative
resource quoted in the nation’s courts. Unlike other citators, Shepard’s offers the full spectrum of
analysis and the potential to identify splits of authority. Instead of categorization by a computer

system, federal and state cases are read and analyzed by attorney-editors to capture the intent
of the court.

- Validate cases with greater efficiency.
- Gain strategic insights with greater ease.

- Achieve better case outcomes.

Mg 9-0 00 -vsupmm,mm,mmnwm——j
; ® ile ome  Inse ge Layou silings  Review  View | LexisNexis® 2
Shepardlze ankgruu:d ,S‘ugg:ﬁ N | ég @: L,z]setc:e meati N.{ §8] Briefs, Motions, & Pleadings % @ }E E‘ 2 n a 2
Clted DOCS and Search All -) & insertToA (s 4 Clauses & Contracts i | e ey e

snepardizes |Get citefl check Cite Check ases
Browser Map Items: 0
Search Tools

Format Quotes [ samples & Forms . ) .
. B  ria s e <. Create a “virtual stack” of citations by
Get Cited Docs

5 LZ.S:.:; 5 getting citations mentioned in your
Analysis (7)

Highlights legal citations ﬁ il ¢ oovisisElElEEnieen ki )

. ey directly comparing your work side-by-side
and corresponding 11.Dscusson P — %
, . ™ 3 @ Analysis available - cases (1) — Wlth the Clted sources.
Shepard 'S S|gna| Underthe terms of the Consent Order, this Court retains urisdiction ofthis action = 2l Firefighters Local Union No. 178<
. . . of the Order for five years from the date of the Order. (See 5 onsentOrder: f the
indicators found in fihe Orderforfiveyearsfromthe dateof the Order. (ee a1, Consentord December & 1985, Armssd 1 e 15, 1964, becided [

orderis a legal obligation binding upon its signatories and enforceable like any othe No. 82-206

your document.

Reporter: 467 U.S. 561 | 104 S. Ct. 2576 | 81 L. Ed. 2 483 | 1984 U.S. LEXIS 108

district court. [5ee Firefighters v. Stotts, 467 U.S. 561, 590-51] @] , No. 1784 (1984) 52 U.S.L.W. 4767 | 34 Fair Empl. Prac. Cas. (BNA) 1702 | 34 Empl. Prac. Dec. (CCH)

Validate cited sources }. Courtshaveinherentpowertoent theirlawfulol ] FIREFIGHTERS LOCAL UNION NG, 1784 v. STOTTS ET AL
by CliCking on h|gh||ghted contempt sanctions. see Spallone v, United States, 493 U.. 265, 276 (1990) A, 1n | NOtee:
Prior History: CERTIORARI TQ THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE
. . decrees, are to be enforced through the trial courts civil canternpt power.” Reynol SIXTH CIRCUIT.
citations to access -
F.3d 1201, 1208 (11th Cir. 2003 . Disposition: 679 F.2d 541, reversed

Core Terms.

L :
Shepard’s information
To enforce a consentdecree, aplaintiff moves the court “to issue an order

H H H ® seniority, layoffs, consent decree, decree, district . a
within Lexis Advance o sy Shey st e e incl contemptand snctonea. sz | Evnchen: e i moa. heva: modiid lad o+ ENSUTeE Citations are accurate and up to date

discriminatory, vacating, race-Conscious, fire depa

demotions, bona fide, enjoin, contractual right, lay’ o e A q q
content. 1208 @ . Then, the judge orders a show cause hearing, and "the court must deterr | negotiated, sentencs, classifications while finding additional on-point authority.
defendants have complied with the provisionat issue and, if not, decide what sanct Case Summary
ce.” Reynolds, 338 F.3d at 1203 @ . Procedural Posture.
Q o Petitioner firefighters' union filed a petition for a writ of certiorari, seeking review of
When copying text from Lexis Advance o Judgment of the United States Court of Appesls for the Sixth Grcuit, which upheld
isions of the Consent Order governing this matter, and the corresp an injunction that enjoined a municipality from laying off respondent minority
. . firefighters pursuant to a bona fide seniority system.
cases, automatlcally insert Complete nbiguous. Further, NCL re ceived immediate benefits from signingt G
1 1 1 1 Re dent firefighters brought ti der Title VII of the Civil Right:
precedential authority citations to SUPPOIt  sutes incuding savingsoftgation expenses andelminationoftr _ | - ~esPondent minorty firefighters brought an action under Tite VIL of the Gl Riohts
. . o 2| alleging that the City of Memphis engaged in a pattern or practice of hiring and
arguments Opt|on5 include the ab|||ty to Slution of the Iitigation accompanying the agreement. The United€ o l|  promoting firefighters on the basis of race. Respondents' action was resolved when
. = they entered into a consent decree with the city that established an affirmative
H H H m » e S DR e Gl s S T, 0 mtimd an i
insert copied text as a quote or plain text. - e -
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Lexis® for Microsoft® Office
Using Check Cite Format and Check Quotes

Lexis® for Microsoft® Office takes document preparation to the next level by simplifying the steps
to verify and format both citations and quotes. Check Cite Format and Check Quotes help you
accomplish these tasks with ease and efficiency while dramatically decreasing the time spent
reviewing style compliance. You can be confident in the accuracy of your work through real-time
comparison against Lexis Advance® content, including the most up-to-date format requirements
from citation style manuals.

- Format and verify both citations and quotes with greater ease and efficiency.
- Improve work accuracy by comparing it with Lexis Advance content.
- Maintain focus on your legal analysis without being distracted by time-consuming, stylistic details.

. H5-60l
Check Cite ﬂl.
Format —

ydmrbr_short.docx - Microsoft Word

View | Lexishexs®

-

Search Tools

e
L -
7
| Bl i
Cited Docs Moes [ Format Muotes

Browser Map items:0

D
Tools Find Precedent PDF Show

Ensure all citations are
complete and conform
to court style manuals
in real time within your
document.

Verify your work by retrieving and reading

What occurred in this case is far different fzom the

of EEOC v. State of I1I

, 69 F.3d 167 (7% Cir.

rely. 1In that case, the

1895}, upon which the State defendants

& Undo Last | Show ~

T Section 107

@ 42U.5.C. 55 11217, 707(2) (2006) E
Tuse

T 42U.5.C. § 156 (2006)

I dat7e

= EEOC . State of llinois, 69 F.3d 167 (7th Cir. 1995)
 1d.at 169

Set style preferences to selected citation style
manuals. Automatically receive 1) updates to
existing style manual content and 2) new style
manuals as they become available.

L1

Interface displays suggested citation corrections
based on the selected style manual.

Offers a variety of real-time options on how
citations can be managed—including editing

the original text of the cited source. BB N e LT i) “ the suggested format, editing original text and
= sadllis A=A A A .
I SR RS : redefining citation boundaries.
Dynamically update citation formats ) (i |
h t or |°ng form according to the © Sugge. “ions © Edit suggestion © Edit my original © Edit cite boundaries.
to shor EEOCv. Tlinok, <9 F.3d 167 (7¢h Cr. 1995)
sequence of citations for the same [ CEe [P S eSS A SRR G
case within the document. Getthe suggested document | Search Lexis Advance™ on my own formattmg decisions.
:JCunﬁrmed and Corrected (1) © Un-confirmed cites (44) @ W :,l
Wil 9-001- nydmurbr_short.docx rd =@ = ]
P fome  insert  Pagelmout  References View | Lestens® o @
@ Background 9 suggest :7 t Cite Format .{ ] brier 5 N @
Searc - b= insetToa. B\ 5 Causes : —
Check Quotes - =} o
s Highlighting quickly identifies
e Discrimination in Employment act, laid in desuetude for two years H H
Instantly verify the e R ST SRS, (AR discrepancies between a quoted

accuracy and relevance
of all quotes against

evidence and refused to “indulgle] . . . an assumption” that

“local school districts . . . risked losing state funding” if

they did mot comply with the discriminatory state law. Id. at

Check Quotes

the context of original
source documents.

Retrieve a quoted passage and

Gitation: EEOC v. Tiinois, 69 F.3d 167, 169 (7th Gir. 1995)
Quotation 2 of 3:
local school ditricts . .. rised losing state fur

review it in the context of the original
source document.

(No suggestions)

Review: [ _uotes -

B

Keep [and mark] my altered text  Manually edit

passage and original source text.

Three options for utilizing a quote include:

1) Use the original source text.

2) Keep the quoted passage with
properly marked alterations you
made to the original.

3) Manually edit the quote starting
from the original text.

pre-emption doctrine, that the result would be different if the

Lexis® for Microsoft® Office
24/7 Customer Support - 1.888.539.4770
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Lexis® for Microsoft® Office
Using Table of Authorities

Now, creating or updating a Table of Authorities is faster and easier through Lexis® for Microsoft®
Office. What used to be a lengthy, time-consuming task can be accomplished quickly and
efficiently within seconds, utilizing jurisdiction-specific style requirements and options you select.
This feature even automatically incorporates bookmarks to the pages on which references appear.

- Save time creating and updating an accurate Table of Authorities throughout the
drafting process.

+ Spend your time addressing the legal issues rather than compiling a Table of Authorities.

5 Review  View | Lesiexis® & 01
D e G [ I= Y A5 0 A

Pt Impat | Resarch Fistory P o
e Select general purpose or jurisdiction-

specific Table of Authorities style and

Table of
Authorities = [e=

Search Tools Shepard s Citation Tools Find Precedent PDF Show

Quickly generate and . .
i sorting options.
continuously update
a Table of Authorities. oL oF uTHonTES i
‘Supreme Court Opinions.
e it 4150 150 . Pagenumbers are bookmarked to the
Fourth Circuit Opinions page on which the reference occurs.
(George Bants Co.v. LB, 604 724 830 (4th . 1579) ’
Eleventh Circuit Opinions
Reynolds v. Mcinnes, 338 F.3d 1201 (11th Cir. 2003) 1
Eatmon v. Bristol Steel & Iron Works, Inc., 769 F.2d 1503 (11th Cir. 1985) weuusnmssssmssssssssssssnssssssmssrsnse on 1
The Table of Authorities format and
content can be easily updated throughout
the drafting process.
Page;1of4 | Words:42t | English(us) | &3 | |[ElBR == 100% L—)—O—uj

Lists multiple pages for recurring citations in
the document.
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Lexis® for Microsoft® Office

Using Cases; Briefs, Motions, & Pleadings;
Clauses & Contracts; Samples & Forms
Lexis® for Microsoft® Office provides content and functionality to identify precedent and enhance

the work of both litigators and transactional attorneys. Text recognition provides links to relevant
cases, briefs, motions, pleadings, contracts and model forms to minimize duplication of effort.

- Robust Lexis Advance® post-search “Narrow By” tools enable filtering by numerous criteria
including jurisdiction, court, time period, source, practice area, attorney, law firm, judge, citation,

and in vs. out of subscription plan.

After identifying the document of interest to you, in-document navigation options identify

information relevant to your legal matter including specific terms/sections such as Reporter,
Subsequent History, Case Summary and Outcome.

While drafting transactional matters, attorneys can work with greater confidence and efficiency

by accessing contracts and forms to identify legal precedent.
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drafting documents STARBUCKS CORP

EXHIBIT TYPE: EXHIBIT 10 - Material Contracts
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Dist. LEXIS 33595, March 30, 2011, Decided,

2. Black v. Cincinnati Fin. Corp., Case No.: 1:11-
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COURT FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRIC

D, e S e ey blank document. Then, type in key terms

FILING DATE: November 22, 2004 ‘OURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE, 774
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BONUS PLAN STARBUCKS COFFEE COMPANY
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either as a starting
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COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE, 20

71716, July 1, 2011, Decided, July 1, 2011, Fi R .
Shareholder approval of lan is required in orde o ’ which you are interested.
. 4. Resnik v. Woertz, C.A. No. 10-527-GMS,C.A. |
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